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55: 
HERBERT SPENCER. [b. 1820.] 


A. His personality. 

Of the slight material accessible, see the arti- 
cles in the Popular Science Monthly, March, 
1876, v. 8, p. 620-26, and in the Le/ectic 
Magazine, March, 1872, v. 78, p. 368-72; 
also the lecture on Spencer in Morris’s 
volume, “British thought and thinkers.” 
[1880.] An interesting article on his visit 
to this country is reprinted from the Mew 
York Matl and Express in the Literary 
News, Sept., 1882, p. 261-62. 

B. The gradual development of his system. 

His first volume, ‘‘Social statics,” [1850], 
aimed to refer problems of government to 
the fundamental principles of ethics. 

See the Popular Science Monthly, v. 6, p. 
26-35, for the titles of his articles published 
between 1850 and 1860, which show the 
gradual widening of his scope to include 
all the phenomena of life and society. 

Although his ‘‘ First principles” did not ap- 
pear until 1862, he had begun as early as 
1854 the preparation of his ‘‘ Principles of 
psychology.’’ This work, in revised form, 
was published in 1870 as volumes 4 and 
5 of his ‘‘ System of synthetic philosophy ;” 
and in 1860 he issued his prospectus of 
that system, the principle of evolution being 
assumed as the basis of a general system 
under which all orders of concrete phe- 
nomena should be generalized. 

In 1859 Mr. Darwin’s treatise, ‘‘ The origin 
of species by natural selection,” applied 
the same principle to external nature which 
Mr. Spencer had applied with a wider 
range. See, however, Mr. Chauncey 
Wright’s exception to this claim, (“‘ Philo- 
sophical discussions,” p. 402). 

[Norr.—For full references to the periodical 
literature relating to Mr. Spencer’s publica- 
tions in these several departments, see the 
new edition of Poole’s “Index.” For the 
order of publication of the successive vol- 
umes, see the references on “ Herbert Spen- 
cer,” in the Zidvary Fournal, April, 1880, v. 
5, p. I11; to which list, however, should 
be added his “ Political institutions,” 1882. ] 

. His psychological views. See the referen- 
ces given below under ‘‘ His philosophical 
position.”’ 

. His ethical positions are examined by 
James Martineau in his article, ‘ Science, 
nescience, and faith,” National Review, v. 
15, 1862, (reprinted in his ‘‘ Essays,” v. 1). 
See also the Christian Examiner, May, 
1862 ; also a series of articles in the Vew- 





Englander, 1875-76, by S. Adams; they 
are also examined in R. H. Hutton’s arti- 
cle, ‘Herbert Spencer on moral intui- 
tions and moral sentiments,”’ Contemporary 
Review, July, i871; by M. J. Savage in the 
Unitarian Review, March, 1880; in Zhe 
Nation’s review of “ The data of ethics,’’ 
Sept. 11, 1879; in the Contemporary Review, 
Jan., 1880, by Henry Calderwood; in 
the same review, Aug., 1880, by Henry 
Wace; and in the same review, Aug., 
1881, by A. M. Fairbairn; also in the 
Popular Science Monthly, Dec., 1879, by 
Alexander Bain ; also in the Princeton Re- 
view, Nov., 1880, by James McCosh. See 
also the chapter on “Evolution and final 
cause” in the late Professor Diman’s “ The- 
istic argument,’’ [1881.] There is a review 
and summary of some unfavorable criti- 
cisms on “ The data of ethics” in the Popu- 
lar Science Monthly, Jan., 1880, v. 16, p. 
408-13. The late Professor Jevons, in the 
Contemporary Review, Nov., 1879, v. 36, p. 
535, declares that Spencer’s ‘theory of 
morals has made a new era in philosophy.” 


. His views of social science have been exam- 


ined by J. E. Cairnes, in the Fortnightly 
Review, Jan., Feb., 1875, (* Spencer on social 
evolution.”’) See also the critical reviews 
in Zhe Nation, Jan. 22, 1874, v. 18, p. 63- 
64; Oct. 29, 1874, v. I9, p. 288-89; Aug. 5, 
1880, v. 31, p. 97-98. 


. His bialogical theories are examined in the 


Westminster Review, v. 84, 1865; also by 
F. E. Abbot, in the North American Review, 
v. 107, 1868. See also Mr. Huxley’s arti- 
cle on ‘‘ Evolution in biology,” reprinted 
from the gth edition of the “ Encyclopedia 
Britannica,” in his recent volume, “ Science 
and culture,” p. 305. 


C. His philosophical position. : 
Mr. Huxley, in the article just cited, declares 


that “ The profound and vigorous writings 
of Mr. Spencer embody the spirit of Des- 
cartes in the knowledge of our own day, 
and may be regarded as the ‘ Principes de 
la philosophie’ of the nineteenth century.” 


Mr. Spencer himself describes his philosophy 


as “ synthetic,” (see “ First Principles”); and 
sharply discriminates between it and the 
“positive philosophy” of Comte. (See his 
letter in the Vew Lnglander, Jan., 1864.) 


. For French criticism on Spencer,.see Ribot’s 


“English psychology,” [1873]; and Laugel’s 
article in the Revue des Deux Mondes, Feb., 
1864. 


. Among English writers, St. George Mivart 


has examined the ‘‘ Principles of psychol- 
ogy,” section by section, in a series of 

















nine articles in the Dudlin Review, 1874, 
1875, 1877-80. See also W. S. Jevons’s 
“Principles of science,” [1877], in which 
Mr, Spencer is compared to Newton in 
respect to the importance of his investiga- | 
tions. Also the article in the Westminster | 
Review, April, 1874, which regards all pre- 
vious psychology as leading up to Spencer. | 
Also Masson’s ‘‘ Recent British philoso- | 
phy,” [1877]; and Herbert’s “ Realistic | 
assumptions,” [1879], in both of which the 
soundness of his philosophy is questioned. 
Two severely critical articles by the late 
Professor T. H. Green, (Contemporary Re- 
view, Dec., 1877, and Jan., 1881), were | 
answered by Mr. Spencer, (Colemporary Re- | 
view, Feb., 1881). He has also replied to | 
the criticisms of Professor Tait and others, 
Popular Science Monthly, Oct., 1880. [As 
regards the strong and weak points of this 
latter discussion, see Zhe Nation, Jan. 13, 
1881, v. 32, p. 24-25.] 
. fn America Mr Spencer’s principles have 
been very comprehensively developed in 
John Fiske’s ‘‘ Outlines of cosmic philoso- 
phy,” [1874], which, however, is not a mere | 
echo of Mr. Spencer. See also Fiske'’s 
“Darwinism and other essays.” [1879.] | 
Also two articles in the Yournal of Specu- 
lative Philosophy, (‘‘ Herbert Spencer,” by 
William T. Harris, v. 1, 1867; and “ Spen- 
cer’s definition of mind,” by William 
James, v. 12, 1879); also Seelye’s chapter 
on ‘‘Spencer,” appended to Schwegler’s 
‘* History of philosophy.” Mr. Spencer’s 
claim to ‘‘a system of truth which shall 
formulate all legitimate human knowledge” 
was very keenly questioned by the late 
Chauncey Wright in three noteworthy arti- 
cles, afterwards reprinted in his volume, 
‘* Philosophical discussions.’ [1877.] That 
on ‘‘A physical theory of the universe” 
appeared in the Morth American Review, 
July, 1864, v. 99. p. 1-33; that on ‘The 
philosophy of Herbert Spencer” in the 
North American Review, April, 1865, v. 100, 
Pp. 423-76 ; and that entitled ‘‘ German Dar- 
winism” in 7he Nation, Sept. 9, 1875, v. 21, 
p. 168-70. Mr. Wright, while recognizing 
the development of the doctrine of evolu- 
tion by Mr. Darwin and others, questioned 
the claims that had been made for Mr. 
Spencer, and in reply to him appeared the 
article of E. L. Youmans in the Popular 
Science Monthly, Dec., 1875, v. 8, p. 235- 
40. Mr. Youmans has elsewhere fully 
discussed Spencer’s relations to evolu- 
tion. See, for instance, the article, ‘‘ Evo- 
lution,” in the “ American cyclopedia,” v. 
7, p. 10-17. Also, ‘Herbert Spencer and 
his reviewers,” Christian Examiner, March, 
1867 ; “ Herbert Spencer and the doctrine 
of evolution,” Popular Science Monthly, 
Nov., 1874, v. 6, p. 20-48; and “ Herbert 
Spencer’s evolutionary philosophy,” North 
American Review, Oct., 1879, v. 129, p. 


389-403. 
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56. 
WORDSWORTH’S POETRY. 


A. Literary characteristics. 


Full details as to his writings will be found 
in the “ Memoirs of William Wordsworth” 
by his son, Dr. Christopher Wordsworth 
[1851]. See also Symington’s “ William 
Wordsworth,” [1881]. Also in chs. 7-9 of 
Myers’s suggestive volume on ‘ Words- 
worth” (English men of letters), pub. 1851. 

Knight’s “The English lake districts, as 
interpreted in the poems of Wordsworth.” 

See, however, with more particular reference 
to his poetry, ‘‘ The poetry of Wordsworth : 
a critical essay,’’ published in 1853. 

Coleridge, in his “ Biographia literaria” (ch. 
4), has very discriminatingly discussed his 
genius. Seealso the brief but very suggest- 
ive judgment of Wordsworth, by R. W. 
Church, prefixed to selections from his po- 
etry, in Ward’s “ English poets,” v. 4 [1880]. 

In 1879 Matthew Arnold collected and pub- 
lished a volume of “ Poems of Words- 
worth,” carefully selected from the mass of 
his writings. To this was prefixed a preface, 
in which Mr. Arnold maintains that in order 
to be “receivable as a classic, Wordsworth 
needs to be relieved of a great deal of the 


poetical baggage which now encumbers 
him.” Hence the necessity for selection 


and discrimination. 

In the Quarterly Review, July, 1882, Mr. 
Arnold’s method of selection is discussed 
and, on the whole, approved, so far as 
relates to Wordsworth. (‘‘Mr. Matthew 
Arnold on Wordsworth and Byron.”) Mr. 
Arnold’s positions are criticised by J. A. 
Symonds in the Fortnightly Review, 1879 
(in Litte/l’s, v. 143, p. 624-33). See also the 
comments of the Spectator in 1879 (in 
Littell’s, v. 142, p. 376-80). Mr. Arnold’s 
conclusion is (‘‘ Preface,’’ p. xxvi.), that 
Wordsworth “is one of the chief glories of 
English poetry.” 


| B. Zhe ethical quality of his poetry. 


This is dwelt on by Myers inch. 10 of his 
volume on “ Wordsworth.” 

See also the lecture on ‘‘ The province of 
poetry,” in John Campbell Shairp’s volume, 
“Aspects of poetry” [1881]. 

Also Masson’s essay in the Morth British 
Review, in 1850 (reprinted in his volume, 
“ Wordsworth, Shelley, and Keats”). Also 
F. W. Robertson’s ‘‘Lectures and ad- 
dresses.” Also the remarkably compre- 
hensive and suggestive analysis of Words- 
worth’s genius, by Edward Caird, in the 
Fortnightly Review, 1880 (in Littell’s, v. 
145, p. 88-98). 

A noteworthy article also is that of Mr. C. 
P. Cranch, in the Atlantic Monthly, Feb., 
1880, v. 45, p. 241-52. 

Mr. Arnold has extended his line of thought 
in the ‘‘ Preface,” in his recent article 
on ‘‘ Literature and science,” Nineteenth 

Century, Aug., 1882, p. 216-30. 









